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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

� The introduction does not mention anything to 

do with least-squares approach or even 

applications. It only discusses the Bayesian 

applications 

 

� Citations in the introduction should be added, as 

the documents stands it is suspect for 

plagiarism. 

� In section 2: The assumptions about the 

dependent variables Y, should be stated with a 

lot of care since it’s not always the case that the 

dependent MUST be normally distributed, 

however, distributional assumptions are needed 

about the dependent for inferences purposes, 

say confidence intervals……etc. (y~ N(bx, var)) 

� Grammatical errors should be well checked. 

Least square approach has being discussed in 

the introduction as suggested by the reviewer. 

Please see page 2 and 3. 

 
 
 
All issues with references and citations in the 
introduction have been addressed. 
 
This concern of the reviewer has been 
addressed in paragraph 2 of page 3. 
 
 
All Grammatical errors have been checked. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

all its intentions are well known from several statistical 

text books and electronic literature. 

 

 

 

 

 


